DENT ISR RATLE Hoiu g oot iaotatn i Tigate e Tor he '
preparation of requisitions and maintenance
of a daily record of expenditure for Tech
Division, PTOS. o :

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d)‘13 "~ COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical‘Security
: Division/BSB

EVALUATION: . - DATE:
- 25X1A- ‘ .

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes ><. No . )
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? :
‘\OAQNP—\\ AudiVor g Vee\\x'\-@e/ The ‘coca,t}l\r@ e N‘Q‘N\TQ\II\\QOK

Reamtatiion 6

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes Z No_ - '

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it 1is still necessary? Yes No

Cah the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No_X
If so, how? :

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trapsferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? :

Can another component dd the activity more.efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes _No If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anithing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? : '

Can this activity be reduced in Scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? '

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you fecel is more
important than this one? ..Yes No_ X 1f so, -wvhat? BRI

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4




IDENT T B . one Briefing .and Services Branch of the

$ILIFSHRelab %a‘};"g"l% tﬁ'%éﬂ??gi@‘ﬁ’sﬁRW&Q%@Bw for processing
turn-ins of obsolete, excess -and uneconomically
repairable material for Tech Division, PTOS.

‘ACTIVITY CODE: 111, B, Ld)'14 COMPONENT:.OS/PTOS/Technical Security
’ 4 Division/BSB

EVALUATION: ' ' . . DATE :

25X1A

that is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? D te(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes >( No .

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

OTWNer  Naewne \, office s

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ){L No B
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No X

1f so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
1f so, where and why? N

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? - Less costly?
More properly? Yes No X 1f so, which component and why?

' Does the activity include an&thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No_X If so, what? : o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X
If so, how? ' .

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more
important than this one? .Yes No X If so, what? .- S g

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4




_ R yE . s | . .
pENTT EPERES T op Releans f9R091R ; CA-RDPPAR0AAPREAANPO2WBrench of the

: Tech Division is responsible for maintaining
stock control procedures for Tech Division,

PTOS.
ACTIVITY CODE: 1III, B, (d) 15 COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Security
Division/B3B
EVALUATION: | ' . DATE: - -
25X1A

" What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes . No

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
TRe Nivision and 05

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes )(I 'Nov

Do (es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No X
If so, how? .

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? .

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an&thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No?}f If so, what? 1 S

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withgut
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? '

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel 1s more
important than this one? .Yes No_X 1If so, -what? - .- oo

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4




" IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: ' ; ; and i ) h 'f:th
~ Approved For Release 2000109/02; A RS A EA2 K00 Zhfo03 4" a0 oh of the
industrial contracts for the repair and

modification of Tech Divisions specialized
electronic equipment.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) 16 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/BSB
EVALUATION: ' , - DATE: : '

25X1A

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? 'Dafe(s)?

‘ﬁEEEE@thaf§§»¢.<A§j§jzsrﬂu3§> }Q\ Nec N\ ol ~N
Is (are) Ythe reference(s) still in force® Yes >C No .
Who 1is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes B(' No

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still neces8ary? Yes W No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No X
If so, how? ' : '

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? -

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No_ X If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? s

Can this activity be reduced in écope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? '

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more
important than this one? .Yes No . If so, -what? R

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800823R00070Q020023-4




ENTIF -‘ ] - fin oo o i Bran |
TDENTIFAGAEIENe P rdibt Sb0di00r0] 1 R bPEIBGIFAROIILORR A encs Co effec
' shipment of Tech Divisions electronic

supplies and equipment.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) 17 _ COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/BSB

EVALUATION: ‘ N . DATE:

25X1A

o R
'th}um;ungs—

" What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Dat .

St _ ‘k\m GM

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes 5< No
¥Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes><' No

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No
If so, how? _ ~ -

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be traansferrecd
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No ’
If so, where and why? : ,

Can another‘component do the activity more.efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes . No )( If so, which component and why?

Does the aétivity include an}thing questionable in the light of

Watergate? Yes No)( If so, what?
7

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? '

Is there any activity not now being pursued by O0S that you feel 1is more
important than this one? .Yes ~ No 1f so, -what? SRR

Approved For Reieaée_2000109102 : CIA-RDP83800823R000700020023-4-.




IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: - P . .-
. The Briefing and, Services Branch of the
Approved For Release 2000/09/0X eCIA-RDP33R@0828RPGOTNHQ200234brate and
aligns the standard equipment of the 25X1A
Tech Divison, PTQOS, .

-

ACTIVITY CODEJIII, B, (d); - 18 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

| , Division/BSB
EVALUATION: : : ‘ DATE: ‘
' ' ' R o 25x1A
What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? _
Voned o OwA OURfA;S:;;é\\ \}kaskktanu«)va- . '
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes A No ’

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

- Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ><’, No ,

Do (es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes_ Y No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No X
If so, how? : . _

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another 0ffice? Yes - Mo
If so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity nore .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No W 1f so, which component and why?

4

Does the activity include anYthing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No x If so, what?

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withpuyt
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes "~ No
If so, how? :

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more
important than this one? Yes No >: I1f so, what?

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: . The Office of Seciuri Jmponent responsible
Approved For Release 5800?]?9/02 feA-RRBRY! 66@2§%g at Headquarters
for all Agency employees departing for :
overseas duty. . :

" 25X1A -
ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) 1 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security
: Division/BSB
EVALUATION: ' . B DATE - . ,

© 25X1A

What is (are) our referen

s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (afe) the reference(s) still in force? Yes \7K No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
'T\'\{ Ao\eucp\ awe Uyus VS o

e

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes .~ No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes . No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes .- No
If 50, hOW? Twwice A vwowtk mstead o wee\’\(n’

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferrcd
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No .~
If so, where and why? -

Can another component do the activity more.efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No___ v~ If so, which component and why ?

Does the activity include an&thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No__ v If so, what? : o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No .-
If so, how? ‘ _

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you fcel_is nore
important than this one? .. Yes No ./ 1f so, -what? RN

ST e

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800823R0007>00020023-4_




IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:
Approved For Release 2000/09/02

25X1A

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) 2 __COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/BSB

25X1A - o S

EVALUATION: , _ DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Dafe(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes ~ No .
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity?
VNO Perseuuel ' '

Py

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No v~

Can the activity be done more efficiently s costly? Yes = NoO X
If so, how? A{M@Fﬁ— -
' ‘ 25X1A S

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No -
If so, where and why? :

Can another component do the activity more.efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No__+~ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No . If so, what? : '

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant g rity? Yes-=gm No X
If so, how?

25X1A

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is nore
import an .this one?.hYesjggg o X If so, -what?. . R
ﬂ s —— S L Eee

25X1A

Approved For Rele‘ase 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800823R000700020023-4




25X1A

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, Ld)é COMPONENT:AOS/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/BSB

EVALUATION: ’ | | .- DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?
25X 1A

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes v~ No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
Dbo . ‘ ' : ‘

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes v’ _Nd
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes i No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yesq=~ NoO

AIf so, how? [few=mg

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? .

Can another component do the activity more.efficientlY? Less costly?
More properly? Yes ‘No -~ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an&thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No .~ If so, what? S

Can this activity be reduced in écope/sizé or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes © NO o
If so, how? ‘ _

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
important than this one? .Yes No . 7 If so, what? . - T

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800823R000700020623-4 ‘




IDENTIEICATION OF ACTIVITY:
Approved For Release 2000/09/02 :

25X1A

ACTIVITY CODE: 1III, B, (d)‘4 ~ COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security
' Bivision/BSB

EVALUATION: _ .- DATE:

' What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Dafe(s)? 25X1A-

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes .~ No
Who is (are) the benef1c1ary(1es) ‘of this activity?
pDO-

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ./ No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes .~ No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes . No

»If so, how? Qe Tls \>V‘\.e(;m8 % '\,UR\,;‘\T Tiw e 1500 ~ 313 o

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another 0ffice? Yes No -~
If so, where and why? '

Can another component do the activity more.efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes "'No .~ 1If so, which component and why?

Does the act1v1ty include anythlng questlonable in the llobt of
Watergate? Yes No .~ If so, what? .

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes " No__ 4—
If so, how? '

Is there any 1ct1v1ty not now being pursued by 0S that you feel 1is more
important than this one7 -Yes .« 1T so, 1rha - L

ApprO\;ed For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4




IDENTI FI’&'&W%&" 3 Bﬂtqas\ﬂzwoloé/

25X1A
ACTIVITY CODE: 111, B, (@) 5 COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/TechEigal Security
» DlVlSlOn/BSB

e

EVALUATION: _ .' . - DATE:

" What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? o ~
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes . No, _

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies)'of this activity?
etfA, us R, NMNSHA :

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes v No

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes v~ No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or 1ess costly? Yes_ No «
1f so, how? : ' :

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferrecd
to another 0S5 component or to another Office? Yes_ - No
1f so, where and why? -

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No ~ I1f so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an&thing questionable jn the light of
Watergate? Yes No »~ If so, what? : o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size OT discontinued without
significant cffect on overall Agency security? Yes No 1—
1f so, how? : ’

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
important than this one? ..Yes No . J/ If so, -what? ST

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800823R000700020023-4




s [

25X1A

ACTIVITY CODE: 1II, B, (d)6 " COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security

‘ Pivision/BoSB
EVALUATION: ‘ o - DATE: ' : A

' What is (are) our reference(s)5K6& this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes ./ No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

biA , USIB .

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes v~ No

Do (es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes 7}~ No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No
If so, how? :

Do you féel that responsibility for the.activity should be transferrcd
to another 0S component or to anothexr Office? Yes No -~
If so, where and why? -

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes "No .~ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anything questionable in the 1ight of
Watergate? Yes No ¢+~ If so, what? - o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No .,—
If so, how? .

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you fcelvis nore

important than this one? .Yes No . 1f so, what? .- B

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4




IDENTI FAE&‘rX\}Q\'Fé)rFRe%CaEPQBHde/

25X1A

ACTIVITY CODE: 1III, B, Ld)  7 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security

- : Division/BShb
EVALUATION: - _' o - DATE: ‘ : -

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? :
: 25X1A

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes o~ No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

- ppe, PDINT, o

[E

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes .~ No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes i~ No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No —

If so, how?

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to a2nother 0S component or to another Office? Yes No .—
If so, where and why? -

Can another component do the activity more efficiently?  Less costly?
More properly? Yes ‘No .~ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anfthing questionable in the 1light of
Watergate? Yes No ,~ If so, what? L

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No —
If so, how? ' :

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
important than this one? .Yes No ., 1f so, what? .. = . T

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800823R000700020623-4




IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: . - S .
102 :&A-Mmoaﬂmompo&mpiii“ iiii“ilble

Approved For Release 21006;55 for prosentoaaoe et
' Security»Course, .

25X1A
ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (4) 8 ' COMPONE&T: OS/PTOS/Technical Security
, ' 4 Division/BSB
EVALUATION;: ' _ v DATE: ’ ‘ <
What is (are) our reference(s) fom'te(s)? " oBx1A
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes .~ No .
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
Aiv\«ct’ ’ ' :

[ERN

Do you fpel the activity is still necessary? Yes .~ No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes j,~ No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly?  Yes No .—
If so, how? : :

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes = No
If so, where and why? == : e apme—

Can another component dd the activity more .efficiently? -Less.costly?
More properly? Yes No__+~ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anithing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No .~ 1If so, what? : .

Can this activity be reduced in écope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No .~
If so, how? _

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you fcel‘is nore
important than this one? ..Yes <* No_v~ If so, what? Ceeen T

— T —— e ——

e v N e T T —~ . . . R L

“Approved For-Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800.823R0007>0002002.3-4




IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:
Approved Iéor Release 2000/09/02

25X1A
ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) O COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security
‘ bDivision/BSB
EVALUATION: B ~ DATE: ~
' What is (are) our reference(s) for thi ivity? Date(s)?
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes L,/ No ‘
‘Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
)47@*14(:1 F.e_ f"SO’H-’\AC‘ '
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes »~ No _
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes - No o«
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No -

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferrecd
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes NOo —
If so, where and why? .

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently?  Less costly?
More properly? Yes .No - If so, which component and why ?

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No v~ 1If so, what? : o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No .~
If so, how? .

- Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is nore
important than this one? _Yes No .~ If so, what? Ce e

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4




IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible
Approved For Release 2000/09/02fcG1AfRRRABODB23RI0O700020023:4 - Security
Equipment Course (Ten times anyear)

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d4) 10 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/BSB
EVALUATION: _' 7 - DATE: ' : :

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity?_'Dafe(s)?
~ 25X1A

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes_y/ No .
Who is (are) the benef1c1ary(1es) ‘of this act1v1ty?

ke I.

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes v~ No _
Do (es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes v~ No -
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes. No -

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferrecd
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No -
If so, where and why? :

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No__+~ If so, which component and why?

Does the act1V1ty include anthlng questionable in the 110ht of
Watergate? Yes No v~ If so, what? _ ,

Can this activity be reduced in Scope/51ze or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No .~
If so, how?

Is there any act1v1ty not now being pursued by 0OS that you feel 1is more
important than this one7 -Yes No . L// If so, "hat? -

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-R_DP83800823R000700020023-4




IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Ofiice of'Securlty component respon51bie
Approved For Release 2000/09/Q2, TC%%QBQQB_(}%Z%BQOQ?HQQZQQQI-%e curity Officer's
‘Course (twice a year)

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (d) 11 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security
‘ ' . Di1vision/BSB
EVALUATION: ~ DATE: -
What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?
| | - — | 25X1A
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes ./ No

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

N

Do you feel the act1v1ty is still necessary7 Yes u// No

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes i~ No_-

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No ,
If so, how? 4

Do you feel that respon51b111ty for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component oxr to another Office? Yes No v/’
If so, where and why? .

Can another component do the activity more, eff1c1ent1y? Less‘costly?
More properly? Yes .No ~ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anythlng questlonable in the lloht of
Watergate? Yes No v~ 1If so, what? : A

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size orT dlscontlnued without
significant ecffect on overall Agency security? Yes No ¢~
If so, how? ‘ .

Is there any act1v1ty not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
important than this one7 -Yes No L//'If so, what7 Ces T o

ApprO\;ed For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020023-4




IDENTIFICATION QF ACT ; '_ i N ; onent respo‘nsibieb
~ Approved For Release Eg&ﬁm?ﬁﬁ%@%@%% ?Qoggg%anhysical Security
equipment at the Finance Course, '

, 25X1A .
ACTIVITY CODE: 111, B, (d)llz COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/BSB

EVALUATION: ’ DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activit ? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes L// No .
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes V///No '

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ¢~ No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No, ~
If so, how? :

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be traasferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No ¢~
If so, where and why? - :

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? - Less costly?
More properly? Yes ‘No__ ¢+ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No L/y If so, what? . o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No , ~—
If so, how? '

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
important than this one? .. Yes No . If so, -what? Tt
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25X1A

I. FSecurity Course (monthly)
to be pr €d at Hgs.

25X1A

J. Various tutorials and _
briefings. Time and frequency epend upon

request,

II. FUNCTION

Provide training to Agency groups in the field
of physical security equipment.

ACTIVITY
A. Physical Security Equipment Co
(Ten times per year) held at“
B. Physical Security Officers'
sxi (Two tines per year) held a¢ NN
C. Fi fght times per 25X1A
year) held at

D. Various tutorials. Time and frequency
depend upon requests.

25X1A

25X1A

ITT. FUNCTION

Provide logistical support services for the
Technical Security Division.

ACTIVITY

A. Preparation of requisitions and maintenance

of a daily record of expenditures against appropriate
allocations.

B. Prepare turn-ins of obsolete, excess and
uneconomically repairable materiel,

-2-
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C. Maintain stock control procedures.

D. Initiate and monitor industrial contracts
for the repair and modification of specialized
electronic equipment.

E. Prepare documents for shipment of
electronic supplies and equipment.

25X1A F. Repair, calibrate and all&gn standard

B -quipment.

CONFIDENTIAL
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[] UNCLASSIFIED

fN%EBPAPQIOZ : CIA-RDP83B0
USE ONLY

PIROOMFIOMATRLY ©  [O secrer

ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET

SUBJECT: (Optional)

25X1A

FROM:

!ollcy anm

EXTENSION

5311

NO.

DATE

building)

TO: (Officer designation, room number, and

DATE OFFICER'S

RECEIVED FORWARDED

INITIALS

COMMENTS {Number each comment to show from whom
to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.)

0S/PTOS/Technical

Security Division/BS

5B

i,

10.

11.

12.

13.

15.

om 610 e [] SECRET ] CONFIDENTIAL

Under Objective B57104 the
Office of Security will re-
view and validate all Offic
of Security functions,
activities...to ensure effeg
tiveness, economy-and effi-}
ciency. The attached documeﬁ
represent two milestones
under that objective. Mile=g
stone 1, the components
identified their functions
and activities. Milestone

2 was establishment of a

format for evaluating these

...activities. It is re-

quested that Briefing and

Services Branch review

the attachments and:

a) Certify that there are
no deletions/corrections
additions to be made to
the previous listing
submitted by your office}

b) Review the Identificatio
of Activity statement on
each evaluation sheet to
ensure it fully equals
to the comparable activity
from your offices listin

c) Use the attached format

14

=4

U
.

to evaluate each individpal

activity.

HAERERE = 7 uncLassIFIED

ts



